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I. Introduction

We asw the slaves of slogans; terme dominete our thinking. ¥We mouth
vords which become a substitute for rational thought. Host freguent among
such words ere the terms Socialism, Communism, and Christianity.

Much of our present confusion is due to s lack of clear, cblective,
thinking sbout these terms and we do well to beer in mind that the differences
do not comprise an academic guestion. With Greet Britain herself having lived
under socialism for almost & decade, with seversl mewbefs of the Britikh
Gommonwealth of Betions and most of the nations of continentsl Eurcpe living
under soclelism or semi-socialism; and with the Fussian colossus and iis
satelilites in the grip of Coamunism, it becomes apparent that we must eclearly
define the three terms mentloned. leaving Christienity out of discussion,
let us exsmine the other two, Bocislism and Communiem.

What is Socialism? There are many different "schoole? of socislism, all
of them hevinz certalin things in common. It ig coreect, however, to divide
ail modern schoole of socialism into two large and well defined systems;
pamely, Ethicsel Socialism epd Non-Ethicel Socialism. What, then, iz Bthiocal
Sccislism? It is s social order founded upon the theory that the individual
citlizen can en)oy social and economic sec.urity only in case, and to the extent,
that all the citizens in the pelitical unit are secure. It advocates, and
seeks to put into effect, the public cwmership and menagement of the principal
material means of production and distribution. This it seeks to do by the
government teking over the ownership and management of certain key industries,
for vhilch the private cwners are poid s fair price. As the soclalist sees 1%,
all the citizens should be amsured of & sufficient supply of the good things
of life et & ressonable price. Production for Use; and not for profit, maey be
82id to be the very essence of socialism. It should be emphasize
Soclalism does not propose 1o deprive say citizen of his property without
Just compensation; and thet it advocates the taking over for publie cwnership
and management only certain key industries; upon which the material welfare
of the people chlefly depends. Contrary to e widely held opinion, Bocialism
does not propose & “grand divide" of the wealth of the nation. Socialise,
Furthermore, does not ddvocate the use of violence a8 & means to bring sbout
ita reforms.

An exsmple of Soclalism in power and in action may not be out of place.
The socialist labor Govermment in Britain wes in power from July, 1945, to
Qctcber, 1951. During its six yesars in office, it nationslized--that is,
took over by the natiocnal government--seven key industries. These are the
Bank of England, the ccel mines, the public transportation system, medicine,
the gas, the electric, and the steel industries.
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Cirynnan

What is Communism? First of all, we must realize that origimslly, for
‘s long time, Sccialism and Communism were Just $wo names for the same
thing. Commuumism ss it was kpown in the world np wntil sbout a hundred
years ago, wss & theory according to which all human beings were o have
an equal opportunity to shere the good things of life. Even toley, there
are a fev cogmunistic communities in America, mostly under the control of
certain religious groups. Thus, the Shekers in Maine, and Mennonites in
Iowa, e6:ill maintein communistic communities. They are properly callied
"scmmmistic” because the property, which is held in common by the community,
is shared by sll the members of the community. This type of " communism”
wvas in ¥Wogue in several areas until Karl Merx lntroduced into "eoamunism”
certsin fofeign elements. This Marxisn excess beggage 81l but rulned
Socielism -- for the Marxists went mo fer as to claim that they were the
only real socialisis--a claim the¥ was conpletely out of harmony with the
tacts.

The fundamental 4ifference between the Marxisn Bocielists, or
Communiste, snd those Sccislists who regect the Marxian formuls hss
alvays existed since the beginning of Marxism. But, for & long time, only
comparatively few were aware of this. It wvas not until sbout the end
of World War I thet the fundemental difference began to become evident
to many. This was largely due to the excesses of the Marxists {Trom the
moment they gained the upper hand in Russis. .

Communism is known under some other names; including Marxien Socialism,
Eon-Ethical Socialism, International Socielism, and Scientific Socialism.
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II. Basis of Communist Ideology

A. The ldes

The basic idea of Marxist Scientific Socialism {Communism) is
dynanic, dialecticel materialism. By this is meant that nature is
all. There 18 nothing abowe, below, or outslde of natuwre; therefore,
God does pot exist.

All things are in ceaseless motlion; the Undverse came irito being
a3 & result of cesscliess motlon: it originsted itself, it developed
itself, it perpetuntes itaselfl. A

Hatter is ;{rimry; is secondary. The esgential difference
between & WoIm, & §0g, and B man is & difference of directinn end degree
of development and not & difference of kind.

Development arises through the siruggle of opposite tendencies
within each entity.

B. The E__xgzmion of this basic idea.

This expsnsion, or "Weltanschauung", resulte in the presence of
gix ideologicnl facels:

1. History iz a materialistic process {"Matter in Motion®);
& history of bitter class struggle batween property owners, rulers,
and the exploliters on ore side and the property-less, zruled, and
exploited on the other side (e g. two basic classes, cepitslist
end workers.).

The ecopomic Tactor is the ultimate determining factor in
history. It ultimately shapes all our imstitutions: educationel,
politieal aoci&l, religious and legal. Thess form the

"superstructure”. The modes of production form the foundation.

2. All non-Communist states {e.g., United Stetes Government)
must be totally destroyed becsuse all such states are owned by
the cepitalist class and are instruments of farce and oppression
in the hands of the capitalists, divected against the workers.
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3. A revolution:ury theory, a revoluticonaery method, and
a revoliution are necessary Lo destroy the non-Communist states
because they will not garrender peacefulliy before an on-coming,
irresistible Commmiem. .Thelr resistance makes violence necessary.

L, The Judsic-Christisn moral code of western eivilization
is Talge and will not be permitted to interfere with the violent
revolution. This moral code 1s rooted in supernatursl concepts
whifh all Commmists reject a3 invelid. JIn its stesd will be
established the morsl code of proletarisn utility. © This
proletarian moral utility will conform to the revolutionsry
nature of matter and will be subordinated to the class struggle.
In substance this messs that whatever is useful in spresding
Communism is moral. The end Justifies the means.

5. Religious principles sre false and will not b=
permitted to interfere with the revoliztion. Religiom. the
"Spium of the people™, is only & deterrent to the revolution
and & tool of the exploliting capliaiists.

8. A}l non-Communist social orders must be destroyed
because compiete Communism cennot exist unless it is world-wide
and faced with no opposition. It cacnot iolerate the existance
of even one non-Ccmmunist nation or soclal order beceuse if any
oppoeition remalins it will be necessary to reisin a state and
its apparstue a8 a matter of bDoth defense and offense.

G. The Goel of Communism

Communisz must be world wide; its main snemy, democracy. must
therefore be destroyed. The steps are as followa:

1. The wndermining and wenkening of non-Communist nations
by diverse and devious meens.

2. The revolution, first in one country, and then in
another, forcibly overthrowing wherever necessary the resisting
government,

3. The establishment of the dletatorship of the proletariat
based on viclence and not on law ( & temporary trensiticnal state).

4, Bpcislism or the lower phase of Communism, pursuing the
principle, “from each eccording to hie sbility, to each sccording
to his wewk. Worx, "

b
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5. Piosily, the higher phase of Communism pursuing the
principle, from each according to hig ability, to sach sccording
to his peeds.” All goods will be owned in common, This last
stuge, purportedly, willi result in a statelass. classless,
God-less World Cammunist Society.

How will this goal be reached? By the organization of
the Commmnist idea.

bB. The Hature of Cogguuni sm

Introduction: The necessity of understanding Commmism.
Bsturally when we consider the importance of the current power of
World Coemuniesm we alte all required to understand Communism very
thoroughly. As mesmbers of this Agency we may very well come into
contact with people to whom we will have to explain why, first of
all, we are against Cosmunism and, secondly, why cur potentlis) as
well as sctual allies should be egmipst it also. In the flelid we
will meet many people who have recelved a thorough Cosmunist -
indoctrinetion whiok, though they may be defectors, will nevertheless
continug Lo color all thelr thinking. This is due to habit and
the absence of another articulated philosophy of life. We cannot

© resson with such people unless we can spesk their "language", fTor
- they spesak & language &ll their won, snd understanding Copmunism
is tantamount to understanding e foreign tongue.

le Religimzs Character of the Boviet Communist Movement.

Often the Communist movement has been compared 1o &
religious order, but ususlly in terme of a metephor or an
anslogy. This does not go far enough; Communism is &
religlous order, with Karl Marx it head and founder and
Leuin as its prophet. Stalin wvae the orthodox champion of
that corder in direct succession to Lenin. His opponents
{and today Mnlenkov's) are heretics snd are treated ss such.

Communism was 0 a man like S8talin what Christianity is
to us. It 48 a state of mind. We, a8 Christians tske certalin
beliefs fovr granted; the Communiste, likewise, accept
certalin priociples.
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The Prophets of Commmism

Soviet International Coememunism is indebtéd for its existence
and development mainly to four mem: Marx {1818-1881); Engels
{1820-1895); Lenin (1870-192k); and Stalin (31879-1953).

Bearing in mind the international cherscter of the Comsunist
movement it 18 interesting to note the background of {ts

founders. Marx came {rom & rabbinical Jewish family, ¥ngels

wes & Cerman who 1ived most of his life in EFngland and whose
business interests were there, Lenin wes Russian but spent most

of his sdult 1ife shroed in Switzerland, and Stalin wes s Georgian
who never lived outside Russia. It is also interesting to note
that Great Russians fommed & minority in the first council of
Ppople's Comunissars.

2. The Philosophic Theory of Marxism

Harxism consiste of three slements.

a. A dialecticel philosophy borrowed from Hegel but
tranaferred ianto dislectical materialism, from vhich is
turn historical materiaiiem derives.

b. A system of political ecomomy, of which the most
fynsmic part és the lebor theory of velue and the surplus
theory of value and the eonclusiong drawn from them.

c. A theory of state &nd revolutliom.

3. The Marxian Dialectl

The foundation of Marxisn philosophy 18 the dislectic of
Hegel on which practically sll of Marxist conclusions sre based.
The dialectic may be defined provisionally as "the theory of the
wnion of the opposites”. The word isself is from the Greek
“DIALBOO”, to discuss or to dedate, and origirally mesnt the
art of discussion with a view to srriving at the truth by
exposing the contradictions contained in the srguments of the
disputants, Hegel, however, meintained that the contradictions
isy at the root of everything end were of utmost value, since
1t wes only through their opposition that any ppogress toward
reality and truth was poesible.
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The Dialectical Procfss

The dislectical process 18 one of thesis, sniithesis, and
synthesis. The thesis affirms a proposition. The antithesis
denies if, or, Hegelian terminclogy, "negates” it. The synthesis
embraces what is true in both the thesis and antithesis, and thus
brings us ope step nearere to reallty. But as soon as the
synthesis 18 subJected to & close inspection 1t, too, is found
defective; snd thus the whole process staris over again with
a further thesis, negated ia turm by 1ts antithesis, and,
reconciled in s new synthesis. The influence upon Marxists of
the dislectical process has been very great, similer to a
religicus myth, since it concentrates the complexities of
society into an obvious protagonist and antagonist; snd by
giving an assursnce of the final sclution of the struggle, it
symbolizes the recurrent insurgence of the young and growing
against the old and sterile.

Levs of the Dialectic

There are three fundamental lews of the dialectic as
formulated by Hegel and sccepied by Marx and Engels.

{1) The Law of the Transformation of the Quantity
into Quality snd Vice-Versa. This "law” professes 1o
explein the sppearsnce of new qualities and the conseguence
of their emergence. Chenge takes place by imperceptible
qualitative mutations until there arrives & point, which
Hegel calls the "node”, beyond which & thing cannct very
vhile remaining the same. The classical exemple is that
of water which twns o steam at 100°C. and into ice 0%C.
But just as the chenge occurs sbruptiy &o that water is
at one moment water snd at the next steea Or ice, s0 the
progress of humanity is not affected by the aradual
process of growth but by sudden "Jumps™. Marxisis call
these jumps "revolutions”, and use the sbove law %o show
their inevitebility. 8o Capitalism, which the Marxisis
hold is in its last stage of development which they call
"monopoly-capitalism” or "imperisliem”, will develop
qualitetively until the point is reached when the
“diglectical ldop” occurs, and it passes Iinto Béiciallsn.
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{2) Tne Law of the Unity of Opposites.

This asserts the essentially contradiclory natore of
reality, but slsc asserts that the contradictions thus revealed
exist in unity. Positive and negstive, for example, so far
from being opposites, express no sbsolute difference, Just as
a road toc the east ‘s also one to the wesi. According to
Marxists, at least, science has proved that every unity
contains within itself polar opposites, such as protona and
glectrons in an atom. In eapitalist society the bourgecise
ecarmot exist without exploiting the lsbor of the proletariat
and the proletariat cannot exist without selling its labor
to the hourgeoise.

(3) The Law of the Eegation of the Negetion.

This ssserts that thesis, antithesis, and synthesis avre
stages of development. The synthesis negates the antithesis
the first negatiom); therefore we have negation of the
original/ negation. This "law” is best illustrated by
triasd in which Marx wse primarily interested- that of
Faudalismy -- Capitelism -- Bocislism. The internal
contradictions of Feudslism lead t0 the negstion by
Capitalism, which represents an advance over the earliler
stage. But the contradictions of Capitalism thus led {or
will lead} to Socialism which will be the "negetion of the
pegation”. Yet, Just as Capitalism has taken up all that
was vorth preserving in Fewdalism, so will Bocliallism teke up
all that is good in Capitslism--its techmology, etc. The
dislectic is therefore sn optimistic doctrine.

Dialectical Materialiem

This is the joining of the dimlectic to the doctrine of
materislism. When & Party member is given inmstruction in
Merxist ideology, the first thing which is impressed on his
i3 that there can exist only itwo possible philosophieal
positions, idealism, which Marxisis relect, and materialfem.
To the Merxists, the only true realify is matier. Dialectical
materislism is the only scientific explsnation of reality.
Historicel materialism or the materizlistic interpretation of
history, is simply dialectical materialism applied to the
field of humen relations within soclety.
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Mprx states that the principle which governs all human
relations is the common end which all msn pursue, that is, the
production of the means to support life, and next to
production the exchange of thigs produced.

Two factors enter inte production -- "productive forces”

Em'a labor and practical skill); and "productive relations®

the relationship between msn snd men). At an early stage in
the history of man certain mewbers of soclety acquired a
control over the productive ferces. This action, which wes
eventually to lead to the capitalsst system; enabled the
mipority to live by the lsbor of the majority. In his
"Menifesto”, Marx declares that "the history of Bll
hitherto existing socleties iz the history of the class
struggle”. Marx ther states that “"the productive conditioms
teken &5 s whole constitute the economic structure of society--
the materisl basig on vhich & superstructure of laws and
political institutions is besed. The economic system of
society, which he calls subsiructure, always provides the
real besis; and the religion, ethics, laws, and

institutions of soclety are & superstructure built upon and
determined by it.

k. Marxisn Economice

Marxists contend that at some remote and unspecified period
of history, soclety beceme dlvided into two clssses--ope of which
ohtalined control over the means of production while the other
possesgsed nothing but its lsbor power. This lsbor power Marx
ealls "verisble capital®; rew materisls, mechinery, etc. {possessed
by the cepitalist) he calls "constant capitel®.

Bow labor possesses the unique property of being sble o
produge more thar is required for 1its subsisience. Whst bappens,
therefore, is that a man works 10 bours & day; the first 5 of these
constitute wvhat Marx calls "sccially necessary labor®; but of the
walue the workers produces the lsst % hours, he received nothing.

It is stolen from him by his emplioyer. This excess is termed by
Merx "supplus velue” and is the measure of the worker's exploitation.
But by remmerating labor in the form of wages, the divislion betwveen
raid snd unpaid labor time is concealed.

Approved For Release 1999/08/26 : CiA’RDP78-03362A001600040004-4



Approved For Release 1999/08/26 : CIA-RDP78-03362A001600040004-4

The Labor Tﬁeg__rz of Value

™Jariable capital” {i.e.lsdor), alone produces value;
"eonstant capitel” produces none. Machinery is simply “"stored up
labor". Sources of wealth, such as unworked mineral deposits, have,
it is true, an exchange value for those people who are prepared to
pay money for them, butthis ie omly on account of their potentiel
value, that ie, the value they will have when isbor is applied to ther.
Marx insists that labor is the only source of value.

From the theory of surpbus value Marx deduces three lavs.

(1) The Law of Capitslist Accumulation

Cospetition forces the cepitallist tc sccumulate eapital,
thet is, to install more and movre labor-saving machinery in
his factory in order to produce more goods. Yet in so §oing
he acts to his own hindrance, becsuse any increase in the
proportion of scustant to varisble capitsl is llable to result
in 8 fell in his profits.

(2) The Lev of the Goncentration of Capital

Under competition the number of capitsliets will comtract,
88 the weaker will be driven from the field snd will swell
the ranks of the wage-esrnera. As Marx puls it, "One .
eapitalist kilis meny.” Thus capitalise inevitably lesds
to monopoly in the form of trusts, cartels, etc. snd these
alone are stromg enough to withstand the recurrent economic
arises.

(3) The Law of Increasing Misery

As & result, the misery of the workess will continusily
increase. The unemployed worker is driven into what Marx
calks the "industrial reserve ammy,” and this enebles the
employer still further to force down weges. Hence, the more
capital there is im eirculation, the greater will be the
production, but the less will be the labor employed and the
wages it recelves.

E. ?ﬂcho}.ay of Communism

Because of the religiously--dogmatic charscter of Communist philesophy,
the Communist has developed & number of charscteristics which govern his
thinking and scting.

Approved For Release 1999/08/26 :_élA-IRDP78-03362A001600040004-4

RS



Approved For Releage 199%{%8/26 : CIA-RDP78-03362A001600040004-4

To begin with, he sees everything in terms of bleck and white.
Thaet 18, Commmist things can only be right or wrong depending on
whether they are or are not approved by the Commnist heirarchy.

4 natural corollsry of the avove is the intoleranfe o anything
non-Cormunist. His motto, firet propounded by Lemin, is: “Whoever is
not with us, is against us.” In other words, thinking of himself as
a fighter for the new order, the Commmist does not recognize neutrals
in thes fight. The result of this intolerance is the insbility of the
Communist to see mny except his side of the quegtion in any
argupent. The Commmnist will never under any circumstances admit that
he is in the wrong, as long &8 he conforms to the"Party Line.”

The Ceemurist believes his faith provides the only sciemtific
explanation of ell phenomens relating to human relationships. Any
other philosorhy the Communist dismisses as *1deslistic” and having
no relation to resaliiy.

Lenin had the following to say on the subject of ethics: “In
vhat sense 30 we repudiste sthics and morelity? In the sense that it
is preached by the bourgecise who derive their ethics from God's
commendments ... We repudiste all morality derived from non~huaman
snd non-cless concepis. We say that it is & deception, & fraod, in
the interest of the landlords and capitalists.... Qur morality is
entirely subordinated to the interestis of the class struggle of the
proleteriat ... Morality is what sexrves to destroy the old exploiting
society ... We do not believe in an sternal morality.”

Meny are drawn to Comsunism because they have all gquestions
answered for them; everythfng is "scientiflc"; the attraction
Marxiem exerte on the insecure, the seeking, is tremendous and cammod
be over-emphasized. '

IIX. Bpecific flaww in Commanlsnm

Any 4iscussion with a Comaunist or s "neutral” must be on a scientific
not an emotionel plane. Likewise It is futile and incorrect %o deny to Marx
the smminent place which he rightfully ocecuples smong the thinkers of the psst
three centuries. As a thinker he was bold and crestive.

What we must realize is that almost 211 of the important ideas in the
Marzien system possess a kermel of truth. The trouble is not that they ave
wholly false but that they are only partly true. HMarx, overlooking the
limited neture of his very geniune ineéights, pressed them beyond their proper
1imits and thus btransformed them 1lnie errors.

-11-
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BESRERE B LA VIR AR W ST o S oY !
A. Tt would be hard to tind & VERUER example of Whe way in which Marx
transforme pertisl truths into errors than his treatment of man’s relation
to his econcmic environment. Marx and Engele regard hupans a8 wholly
products of their economic enviromment. "The individual is whai he
produces”. This view can be accepted if one can explain the mechanism
by which Marx and Bngels Join man end economic forces. All that the
two men could come up with was that thoughts or imeges In men's minds sre
the "reflection” of objective conditions. But this is not & casual
relationship betveen environment and men's ideas; nowhere have Marx and
Engele even tried to show In any detail how this popcess of “reflection”
is supposed to work. What, for exempie, is an “"cbJective conditiom”,
and what is not? How, cut of the infinite number of cbjeftive conditions
that must exist, are the ocunes to be reflected chosen? Having once
determined what conditions to rellect, how does the mind know what
thoughts or actions sre the proper reflections of those particular
conditions? Marx arnd Bngels never tried to snswer these questions; on
this whole question, so ceniral to their entire hheory, they accepted
an analogy -- the analogy of & mirror--in lieu of an sctual explanation
of human behavior. A mirpor need only reflect, but Merx expects humans
(1) to select certain conditions, {(2) to determine in some Tsshion or
other the thoughts and actions appropriate to those conditioms, (3} to
have those thoughts and perform those actions. It is &8 if & machine
were plsced in fromt of s mirror and the mirror wers then expected to
comment on the efficisncy of 1lts system of lubrication.

1. The notion of superpiructure

The notion of superstructwee plays an important part in the
Marxisn conception of history. Its removal cripples that conception.
[Preface to "A Contribution %o the Critique of Political Econowy”,
Teprinted in Msrx "Selected Works”, Vol. I. pp. 300--3017.

Aecording to the Marxien view, the economic "substructure” of society
develops independently and as it chenges, the entire "superstructure”
of society is forced to change in a corresponding and proportional
fashion. Since Marx ean only show that the "superstructure” is
{nfluenced by the economic "substructure” rather then determined by
it, his entire one-slded theory of social change must be rejected.

P

As a corollary to Point No. i, we note that classes; sccording
to Marxists, are products of economic conditions, precisely sa are
all other elementa of soclety. /Engels, {Anté-Duhring”, pp. 32-33/.
Since Marx and Engels cennot show that men a8 individuals are
compelled to "reflect” cbjective economic conditions, they are
further uhable to show that "classes” are a reflection of these
ssme economic conditions.
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AT,
3. The subjJect of clagses.

To Marx there were but two clssses. "Soclety as & whole is
more and more splitting up into two greet hostile camps, into two
great classes directly faeing each other: Bourgeolsie and Proletariat”
Gommumist Maxifesto, poge 3227. Also [ ssme source, page 3217 --

history of all hitherto existing society is the history of class

struggle.” "By the proletariat / is meant/ the class of modern wage-
leberers wvho, having no means of peoduction of their own are reduced
to selling their labor power in order to live.” [ Commmist Manifesto,
p. 3217. From Marx's writings we learn also {about the proletarian)f

He ia & psuper

He has no property and no trace of national charseter.
Hie is & slave's existance.

His ehildren are simply articles of commerce.

His wife end Saughters are at the disposal of the
bourgeoisie.

W E P M

"BY bourgeoisie is mssnt the class of modern capitalists,
cwners of the means of soeiel production and employers of wage-
labor”. [ Menifesto, p. 3217. Marx and Engels used the term
"pourgecisis”, "the landiord”, the "shopkeeper™, "the pmmbroker”,
end {2) to employers of wage labor who have wives in common, who see
their vives as mers instruments of production, and to vwho the family
relstion is & mers money relstion. Ry usgng the term, "bourgeoisie”
in agbiguous fashion, Marx apd Engele suggest, in effect, that all
manufecturers, lapdlords, and pawnbrokers share these characteristics.

i&‘

They 4o the same in discussing "the state”. When Marx spesks
of "the state” he has in mind the Image of en "ideal” state, a
state having es its sole characteristic the funetlion of serving one
"elasa” as & means of suppressing snother. Marx and Engels identify
every existing stete with their state; they sasume that every state
par mnﬁ?y or mpotic » B Or 0ld, large or small, European or
Emstern, has as its central feature the oppression of the proletariat.

Virtually every term used by Marx and Engels has two meanings:
Firast, the ideal concept of Marxian theory, and second; & reslity thac
in any glven case may approximate the ideal conceplion to u greater
or lesser extent but which 1 unlikely to coincide with 1t, if
enly because it is an ideal conception. BSince Marx and Engels assunme
a complete identity between their idea) conceptions snd reality,
they move at every point from one meaning to the other without
perceiving that they are ideptifying the real and the ideal. The result
is that a series of spbiguities runs through the whole of their writings.

~-13~
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B. Freedom, Authority and The Cleas Will

Marx and Engels assume thet en individull'e thoughis and actions
are determinéd by his relation to the means of production, are &
reflection, that is to ssy, of his cless position. S8ince they believe
that there exist only two clesses of any significance, they naturally
divide all persons into those who adhere to “proletarian” béliefs and
those who adhere to a "bourgeoise ideclogy”. The beliefs, ideas, and
desires of the peraons within each of these “classes” are sssumed to be
identical,. Merx and Engels treat this sssumed sgreement s & single
"Cless will". Here they are influenced by Rousseau who, in his "social
Contract™ saldt "Bach of us puis his person and all his pwwer in commoOn
under the supreme direction of the general will, and, in our corporste
capacity, we receive esch member es an indivisible part of the vhole.”

Continuing with the concepi of a "clmss will™, Engels points out
{"Anti-Dubiring”, p. 328} that "soclety” makes itself the master of all
the means of production by seizing the means of product@on. "Soclety,”
then, is to meke ltself "master” pf these means in order to use them in
accordence with a “social™ plan. We must ask, however, how exactly it ie
that "soclety’, numbering many millions of persong, is to perform this
act of seizing the means of production? VWhat is this "Bocisl plan” that
is spoken of? EKow sre millions of persons spread over a considersdble
sres to come together and drew uwp this "plan” for the direction of the
industrial process?

The doctrine of the "classless society” mnd that of the "withering
sway" of the state became comprebensible only vhen it is reslized thst
#arxz and Engels thought in terss of s class will.

"fhe first ect in which the state reslly comes forwsrd as the
represeatative of soclety as & whole - +the taking possession of the means
of production in the name of soclety -- is at the same time its lsst
independent act as o state. The interference of the state pover in
social rslations becones superfluous in one asphere afiter another, and
then cesases of itself. The govermment of persons 18 repigced by the
sfministration of things and the direction of the process of production.
The state is not "abolished", it withers away. (Anti-Duhring”, page 315.)

Certain guestiong irmedlately arise from this famous passage. How
are "things” to be mdministered without at the same time sdministering
persons? Since the "process of production™ involves persons in 2 most
intimate way, how is that process o be directed without at the seme
time directing or governing peoplet! How, Turthermore, can Marx sngd Engels
expect the state to wiiher eway st the very same tlme that all the mesns of
production are to be socislized. Is not their demand for socialism completely
at odds with thelir demand for the sbolition of the stater

~14-
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The failure of Marx and Engels to percelve the 4ifficulties raiszed by
questions llke these semms irexplicadle until cme appreciates the fact
that they took for granted the existance of a clséss will.

The fatsl flaw in ihe entire argument ig the fach that the class
will is & Tiction. A collective mind or will of the sort eanvisioned by
Merx and Engels is & psychological impossibility. A number of individuals
may desire the same thing end think in similiar feshion, but it is stiil
seversl mivds that are a2t work, not & single collective mind. The
Merxien conception of the freedom -- authority problen is essentislly
that of the anarchist. To Marx and Engels, as t0o the anerchists, men
are either free or they sre unfres. Since the two men thought Iin terms
of sbsolute freedom, authority and freedom necessarily sppear a8 in-
compatible: When authority exists, freedom cennot. Vhen freedom exists,
authority esanot. This view necesserily doome the state.

C. @iriawm, A Priorism, snd the Marxisn System

@iricinm is the pursult of knowledze by cbservation ani experiment.

The philosophiecsl theory attriduting the origin of all knowiedge 0o
expearience.

"A Priori” designates that which esan be known by resaon slone and
not through experience].

The Marxian system represents & strange mixture of splendid insight
on the one hand and agstounding oversimplication and falsification of remlity
on the other. This peculiarity is not to be explsined by lgnorance,
since Marx snf Engels were leamned men in a variety of flelds. For is it
to be explained by a fallure to use empirical dsta. It is only necessary
to real “"Capital”™ in order to appreciste the enormous smount of materisl
that must have been examined in the course of i{ts writinz. The explanation
lies rather in the way in which the empirical elements in the thought of
Merx snd Engels were Jjolned with the g priori.

Both men were empiricists operating withir an a priori framevork.
The divergence of Marxist theory from reality can be undersiood only
if it is reslized that it was formula rather than fact, speculation
rather then investigation, that determined its major outlines.

Yoy
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f_:‘»,-:*mufity information

Marx and Engelsstarted out”™ with Hegel ~- they admitted it. It is
noteworihy that Marx never found it necessary to elter in an importent fashion
any of the major propositions that he and Engels Tirst propounded vhen
they were young men. With eéhe publication of Ludwiz Fenerbach's "Essenwve
of Christianity”, they were converted from Hegel's idealism to Fenerbech's
materialism. But they retained Regel’s dialectic to which wes engrafted
materialism. We have laresdy diseussed the Marxian dialeetic, but how can
"matter” be "megated." (It is admitted that ideas can be regasted). But
how is one to concelve of the negation of the negation when it is "matter”
that iszinvolved.

Regarding the dialectic, we find that Marx envisioned it &g reaching
its climmx in the future achievement of what he calied & "classless society.”
(Hegel saw history es unfolding "dialectically” toward its climsx in the
Prussian state of his own day.} Marx had learned that the dlalectic
provides a gplendid mesans for sattriduting one’s own values to the historiesl
Process.

In thinking of the proletariat, Marx and Engels campletely ignored the
element of human nature. They dismissed carelessness, ;reed, desire Tor
pover, and even sheer gratultous evil in the same way they dismissed the
prodlems of large-scale industry. All elements &n humen nature that
they found undesirable or igrnoble they #eclared to be the products of a
"eclass society”.

Marxism provides its adherents with 2 get-rich-quick phtflosophy. Men
do not need to work toward the ends they desire in order to achleve those
ends. Men 3o not have to practice cooperation in order 1o achieve a
complietely cooperative society, nor to avold violence in arder to arrive
at & world without violencze. "History" is to bring &ll these things to

PaBEY.

B. Theory and Practice

Teken together, the writings of Marx and Engels amount Lo many
thousand$ of pages. Yet of this great{ mass of material not more than
ten or fifteen pages are devoted to a treatment of vhet is to Follow the
praletarian revolution.

Lenin said: "Marx did not drop into utopie; he expected the
.%‘ rience of the mess movement to provide the reply to the gquestion
o exs:t forms the organization of the proletariat as the ruling
cless will sssume and the exact menner in which this organization will be
combined with the most compliéte, most consistent "winning of the battle
of democracy.”

16w
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/Tenin - "The State snd Revolution"/ Lenin went on: “There is mo
frace of an sttempt on Marx's part to conjure up & utopia, to make idle
guesses sbout what cannot be known.” Yet it is precisely these writings that
Lenin cleains to turn for guldance Ip dealing with complex post-revolutionary
problems!

Lenin solved this! "The strictest loyslty to the ideas of Communism
must be combined with the ability 1o make all the neceEssery practical
compronises to maneuver, to make agreements, zig2age, retreats, and so
oo....” /"Besentials of Lemin", Vol. II, p. G28/. Who does the decidingt
A ¥ political leader” -- it was Lenin who was t0 anmlyze each situation
and decide. When contradictions arise -- the political leader, in this case
Stalin, who {discussing the withering away of the State} says: "Is it
"contrsdictory?™ Yes, it is “contrsdictory”. But this contradiction is &
living thing, and completely reflects Marxist dialectics” / From Stalin's
"Leninism", Vol. II. pabOB/. Thus, the dimlectic is used to "prove”
everything!

"Maatering the Marxist-Leninist theory does not st all mean learning
all its formules and conclusions by heart and clinging to thelr every
letter. To master the Marxist-Leniniast theory we must first of all learn
to distipguish between its letter and its substance”. ("History of
the Commumist Party of the Soviet Union”, p.356). Because only Lenin
and Stalin were capable of this, they, and they alone, were the interpreters
of Marxism. But Lenin and Stalin carefully hid the arbitrary nature of
their power behind an appesrance of objectivity. Lenin and Stalin achieved
their positions as Tinal suthorities on Marxist theory because each was the
most powerful flgure !in the Communist Party.

E. Class Consclousness

It is completely relevant to raise the following questions: In what
relation do the Communista stand to the proletarians as s whole?

In the Communist Msnifesto pp. 334-335, Marx made two main claims.
First, the Communlsts represen% “the common interests of the entire
proletariat”, to always and everywhere represent the interssta of the
movement a3 a whole"; and secondly, they are sald to have over the zreat
mase of the proletariat " the sdventage of clsarly understanding the line
of march, the conditions, and the ultimate general results of the proletarien
movement"” .

Engels spoke of & revolution led by a mimnrity but in the interests
of the majority. {Introduction to Marx's Class Str%es in France. page 16).
Who 18 to determine vhere the interests © is majority lie? Copmunists
are always termed the "advanced elements"”; those who disagree with them are
the "backward elements”! In prectice the Soviets were the "sdvanced elements”.

1=
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[Were they?!] In Leninism, Vol. II, psge 65, wve read: "But it can be
teaken sz fully proved that the Cuomwuniszts are the moat loysl and boldest
champions of the labor movement all over the world, incinding Americs.”

How is lesdership provided?! Stalin, From Socislism to Compwunien
in the Soviet Union, p. 43.

“"The Party cadres constitute the commanding staff of the Party;
gnd gince our Perty iz in power, they slso constitute the commpanding steff
of the leading organs of state. After & corwect political lime hss been
vorked out and tested in practice, the Party cadres become the decisive force
in the work of guiding the Party and the State.”

F. Fallure of Prophesies foretold by Marx

As alresdy polnted out, the State has not withered away in Russis.
Also, by inventing the theory of "ebbs and flows in the revolutionary itide",
and by stressing the length of the "epoch of world revolutiona”™, Stalin
lessened the embarressment created bz the failure of the world revolution
to sppear. / Leninism, Vol I, p.22/.

G. _Ambiguiiies and vegueness in definition of terms.

This situation confronts us very frequently -- we find a very loose
usage of such words ss "worker", “proletarian”, "Xulek", etc., especially
in legel cages. In lLeniniem Vol. II, p. 27¢, we read:

"fo attack the kulaks mesns %o smash the kulekd. to liguidate then as
& class. Without these almes, attack ie 8 declaretion mere scratching,
empty nolee, snything but & real Bolshevik attack. To attack the kulaks
means to make proper preparetions and then deliver the blow, a blow, =
blow from which they could not rewover. That is what we Bolsheviks call a
z.e_al attack o We have tolersted these hloodsuckers, spiders, and vempires
[koo lang? .

But novhere is sany sttempt made to define & kulak; here is the taecit
apsumption that everyone knows what & kulsk ia. The result 1s that all
oppesition t0 the Party and its agricultwral programs can he liquidsted in
the name of the liquidmtion of the hkuleks.
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E. Claims for objective truth.

lenin's Materialism and Empiro-Criticliem, p. 2¢1, states:

*You cannot eliminate even one basic spsumption one substantial
part of this philosophy of Merxism (it is as if it were a solid block of
steel)} without sbandoning objective trutd, without falling into the arms of
the bourgeois-reactionary felsehood.”

Under the guise of talking of Ysociclism” and "democrscy™, Lenin and
Stalin have succeeded in screening their motives and in dividing those sho
should have united ageinkt them. (f. Hitler's Fational Bocialist Party).

The Soviet Union 1s, by definition, never the egressor. Even vhen
its armies invade non-Communist countries, those countrlies are termed
"srressors”, and 1t becomes the duty of Communists in them to aid the fight
of the progressive class sgainst resction, that is, to assist the invasion
by all mearns &t thelr disposal,

Meurice Thorez, .Y, Times, Feb. 23, 19k

" ,.1f the Boviet Army, defending the ceuse of feeedom end of
socialism should be brought to pursue the aggressors into our soil

ce/ ... [ we should helgp/."

Pelmiro Toglistti, N.Y. Times, ¥eb. 27, 1949

" .. the Italisn pecple ... would have the evident duky of helping
the Soviet Arvmy...".

Williem Z. Poster, H.Y. Times, May 29, 1949

"We're not going to fight against the Shviet Unton ... /o]
in any imperialistic war ...". '

Critvique of Marx's Philosophy

1. Materialism of Marx is not consistent. He claims that matter ia motion
is the true reality, and he then proceeds %o endow that master with purpose, an
unedmitted or confused pimpose {teleology) which is attriduted to an unclarified
logical necessity. (Engels “"the progressive development of civilisation by
expansion of its inmneriforces”),
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2. There 18 a single assumed canssetion -- metiveting history towaerds
progress, {the cless struggle), and though this is called scientific it is not
capable of empirical proof. It is questionsble If there 1s any pecessity which
bridges cansation in this fashion.

3. In other vords, he uses the dialectic to prove & moral, not &
scientific necessity [almost ag much of & myatical concept as Hegel's). That
moTel necessity is 1o replece capitalism with socislism.

4. EKature and soclety do display conflicts, but this cannot bve the soie
law of development. The class struggle, slthough in many respects o velid
analysis, is nol the exclusive focus of a man's social history. Also, soclal
relstions have not always been reiations of exploitstion. The class siruggle
is & fact, bul not & valid besis for a complete theory, Also, belief in this
"class struggle” as the inner essenfe of history makes Marx attribuie to the
whole working class, attitules which are, in faect, confined to small groupe of
revolutionaries.

The ultimate conflict in society, vhatever 1t may be, cannot be
resolved memely on the basis of & dialectic progression (becsuse an objective
study of history shows retrogresesion as well as progression. It is explained
by the dislectic, but the explanations are extremely shaeky).

The exclusive enmphasis given by Marx's followers Lo economics has denied

the importance of religion, politics, ete. {although Marx 3id not.).
History has not been motivated by & single cause.

Critique of Philosophy

1. Intluence of economic conditions not questioned, but they argue from
influvence to cause.

2. ¢lass assumed to bave e will which will cause it to sct in certain ways.
3. Eey propositicns owe more to 8 priori reasoning then to research.

L. Union of materialism and dfaelctic of Hegel is &:logical impossibility.
. Physical causetiom and logieal necessity are treated as synonymous.

e

5. HNecessity is in reality a eondition needed for achievemeni ol Marx's
desgires.

-0~
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Critigue of Begnomic ’.l‘heog

1. "Labor theory of velue® is not acceptable and cannot be proved -- they
resort to generalities. It is a theory of exploitation, not & theory of value.

2. ™heory of surplus value" is challengsble, since again it cannot be
proved, end they refereto generalities.

3. "ieaw of Diminishing Profit” is statisticselly disproved.
L, Misery of proleteriat has not increased.

%, Marx was right in cleiming that lsbor wvas not recelving a fa4r share,
but there are many other solutions beslides revolulion.

6. It is not sclentific -- it is & moral judgment -- thet i# is immoral
to treat lsbor a8 o commodity.

7. Application of its criticism of capitalism leads not to sédelalisg
gocliety with equality and Justice but to & totalitarian state econoxy.

8. ¥Yalue is 2 price we set upon things vhen they sstlsiy our wanis,
it cannot be reduced Lo any common measure.

Criticism of Marxist Assumptions

Marx occupies an eminent place smong the thinkers of the past three
centuries. As a thinker he was bold anc creative. Almost all of the important
idess in the Marxisn system possess & kernsl of truth. The trouble is not
that they ere wholly felse but thal they are ouly paritly true. HNerx wss On
strong Zrounds s$o long as he resiricted himself to the conditions prevailing
under "laissez-feire” capitalism ai the time he vas writin:. (This presupposes,
of courae, that we accept his thesis as Lo the meterial pesis of reeiity).

He was right in pointing out that lsbor was not receiving its Tair share; but he Talle
failed to see that there might be other ways of dealing with the problem than by
revolution. The orgenization of lsbor {which Marx urged himee.f t), collective
bargaining, and State intervention in its varicus foms were Lo revolutionize

the situstlon and to make seeming nonsense of the law of incremsing misery, save

in 80 far as it ppplies (o Russia, vhere the promises of the millenivm remsin
wnfalfilled and all verbs are said to he conjugsted in the future tense.

-2}
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Marx failed to discern the fact that the middle-class, sc far from being
crushed out of existence, would greatly increase in strength. Merx's capitslist
vas commonly the ommer of his busiress., But the great extension of joint-stock
companies in the second helf of the 19th century Bad the effect of creating a
new type of capitaldst in the person of the share-holder, who had no part in the
mansgenent of the comcern, which he delegated to paid officials. The result was
to broaden the bagia of the capitalist syeiem by creating s nev middle-class whick
had an interest in retsaining it sither as investors concerned with their dividends,
or &8 members of the uapagepent whose lower ranks felt themselves superior to the
proletariat from which they had been lsrgely recrulted.

There bas been an increasing regognition that the State exists, or should
exiat, to promote the welfare of its citizens, and that with the development
of civilization it has become more consclous of its mission and nearer 1o
fulfilliing 1t. Merxists emphatically reject this view; to them the State is
merely an instrument of oppression of one class by another. The State 18 to be
destroyed whether it is democrmiie or not. Indeed, the Marxists hold that the
more dsmocratic In sppearance the bourgecise State becomes, the more violently
should itz shoricomings be exposed, since, on the one hand, its democractic
tendenties reveal a weakness of which the revoluilionary element should take
advantage; while on the other, there is always the danger that the proletariat
will misteke this spurious democracy for the real article and lose its
revolutionary zeal. Destruction of the State through revolutiemary scition is
considered by the Mariists to be & prereguisite for the building of &
Bocialist society.

Iv. @gratim Use of Dissident Commmist Idess, Personsiities, and Groups

AC

Creating and promoting dissension is one of the main weapone in PP
operations sgainst Coomunist Parties and against commmisn in zeneral.
"Practionaligation of Commmnist Parties” has been nsmed one of the main PP
tasks in ¥SC Directive 10/5. Dissenting ideas, polities, personmlities,
snd groups, vhether spontaneous, inspired, or notionsl, msy be utilized,
for instance:

1l. in propagends simed at non-cosmunist audlences; Lo allay
fears of cosmunist "invine{bility” and to reduce the sppeals of
copmunist propaganda;

2. in propszands aimed at comuniste, especislly in black
propaganda: +to create confusion, mutual susplcions sand to encourage
existing or potential disssnsion;

.
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3. in political setion slmed st Commmist Parties, whether
implemented by penetration, subversion, deception, or any cther
techniques: to bring sbout splits, devistions, defections, and to
otherwise weaken the internsl cohesion and other cspsbilities of the
target.

B.

We may either use existing dissensions in the communist camp, or
attempt to create n%t%%%, dlssenslone of our own making. The former
has the advantage of Ublllzing resl ideas and persons but it might get
us involved in ideclogicsl and tactical egquabbles of the Left and may
even make us indirectly assist one brand of communish against another.

In the second cage, we must be able not only to contrive & dissanting

idee which is both tacticslly suiteble in & given situation and has the
ring of muthenticity, but also to sell owr idea to a highly critical
audience usually displeying very high sales resistance. On the other hend,
use of synthetic dissensions hes the consideradble advaniage that we are
free to choose the topics and formuiaste the propositions so as to sull
precisely our aime and that we may control the entire move of ideas and
persons from the very outset. In either case, a careful preliminary
analysie is essentiasl and no major step in this direction must be teken
without policy approval by proper authority.

c.
Bxpleiting such dlssensions by appropriate meaps hsas several marked
advan H

1. ¥t involves a direct attack upon the Comunist Perty, thet
is, it strikes at the very core of the enemy potential, and not &
mere skirmish with peripheral enemy forces (such as, front organizations);

2. 1t carries our activities into the ermmmy cemp, 885 contmented
with genersl propegendea or support of enti-communist groups which attack
the enemy {rom the outside;

3. 1t is sn exclusively offensive weapon: 1f we promote
dissension within the comunist ranks, we sassume the initilative in
political ection snd force ithe enemy into a fefsnsive, that is, an
inferior, position.
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Dissension is an effective weapon sgainst all types of organizationg,
but Communist Parties are especial vulnereble to it. They ere not
genuine pollibical parties, nes of pollitical warfare -- in the
broadest sense of the word -- manipulated by a totaliterian soverrment.
Their organizational dnd ideclozical rigidity does not permit them the open
discussions, voluntary changes and adaptions of policy which ensble
democretic organiretions $o recover in many caser from sethacks snd even
grave defeals. Communists endeavour to bolster every aspect of their
policies and even every orgenisetional measure with an elaborate body of
dogmatic doctrine, enriching their progagenda with vast volumes of
peevdo-scientific erguments, and thereby widening the field for diseensions
g8 vell.

E.

Quite = few major and innumerable minor dissensions took place among
communists in the fifty years since Lenin created the Bolshevist Party by
dissenting Trom the rest of the Russlian Socisl Democratic Party. For the
purpose of the present paper, it may suffice to summarize briefly that
such dissensions usually occur for ome of the folliowing three groups of
reasons?

i. Chenges in political str@itegy snd tactics {i.e., in the
"perty line®) often result in dissensions which diverge from the
official decision in opposite directloms, that is, in commmist
parlence, "left-wing snd rightiving deviations”;

2. The continuous efforts of the commmist party leadership to
enforce Bolshevist-Stalinist principles of doctrinal purity, e.g.; in
guestions of party membership, cadres, party discipline, ete, , lesd
from time to time to "revisionist.cpportunist” dlssensions {ineluding
"rempants of Socialdemocratism” in communist parlance};

3. Quesiions of party organization, such as, the sibordination
of the national Communist Parties to Moscow, "democratic centralism”
within each national party, the relastionship between overt and
clandestine party organizstions, etc., also produce quite often
dissenslions.

F.

1. We shell refer here in somevhal more specific terms only to two
major dissensions in the communist cemp, to those led by Trotsky and by Tito.
We do not intend to imply thereby that we consider these two dissident movements
as the only oneg vhich might deserve politicel lnterest or our operationsl

-2h-
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attentlion, but they exemplify two widely different types of major
dissensions which apparently Justify two different operstional attitudes
on our part. Any conscientious student of contemporary Communism will
have to look beyond these two examples: for imstance, at the Bucherin-
fSinoviev dissenmsion in Ruwssia, Srapdleriem in Germeny, the impact of
Syndicalism, especielly in the romantic couniries, sand guite a few others.

2. Leon Trotsky caused npo{ only » gmave crisis in Russia, but alsc
brought sbout, dirsctly or indirectly, the defection of quite a few
communist leaders, including some of the charter mesbers of the Comintern,
in many perts of the world. It is still useful for anybody involved in
sati-copmuniset activities to study Trotsky's scorching criticilsm of Stalin
and the entire history of ithe Trotaskyite dissension. Some of Trotaky's
arguments can always be used in anti-Stalinist propsgands (especially in
debunking the officis) history of the Russian QOctober Revolution).

Bowever, the Trotskylite movement is bhardly a fit instrument for our
intentions, because

&. In the 2] yesrs since Trotsky's expulsion from CPSU,
it has never grown beyond t.hu ptage of & pmall sect with no real
political strength;

b. Since World War II, Trotskylsm has, to the best of our
knowiedge, not defected or subverted any worthwhile elements from the
Stalinist camp;

¢. JIn the event of war, the Trotakyites are iikely to suspend
their politiesl dnd ideologicel controversies with the Kremiin and to
take their stand on the side of the Soviet Union, ag they did in World
War II;

d. Trotskyite groups are heavily penetrated by Stalinist agents
80 that asny attempt to utilize them operationslly ie likely to involve
grave pecurity risks.

{NOTE: These arguments do not
necessarily excliuvde the occsalonal
use of criticisms of a Trotskyite
character or of one individual
Trotskylite for strictly limited
purpeses. We musi 8lso keep in mind
that not everybody whom the Stalinists
call s Trotskyite ig really ome.
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3. Another, and probably even more signlficsnt dissension from
Staliniat commmism, hes been caused by TITO. In contraat to the above
sunmerized charscteristics of Troteskyiem, Titoism {thai is, not only Tito's
party snd government in Yugoslavia, but alsc his followers and sympathizers
in other countries) is,

a. A slisesabie political power, represented by the goverument,
the srmed forees, and the political organizations of Yugoslavia;

b. Apparently still capable of atiracting, or st least of
:pfluencing indirectly, certsin segments of the Stslinlist organisations
both inside and cutside the Boviet Orbit.

c. Unllkely to side with the Soviet Union in the event of war
{1f not sctively allied with the West).

G. Wilization of Titolsm Within the Boviet Orbit.

ptiltzation of Titolsm within the Soviet orbit, if.e., in the communist
sateilite states, has been suthorized by NSC Directive {-2. ¥No such clear-
cut genersl defision hes yet been reached concerning the use of Titolsm
in aress of the Free World. In any case, it should be well understood thet
the operetional use of Titoiem &s a mesns to disrupt the Soviet-Communist
political potential must not involve an ideologicel compromise om our part
or an endoresement of Tito's political doctrines or of his foreign or
domestic policies. Tito's one-party monopoly, his stand agaiest religiom,
his attempts to form a new "Phird Force”, including certein Asian countries,
eic., may impress us spproximstely as odious as the policies of the
Kremlin; but it sppeers that we can safely mbke use of the disriptive
potentialities of Titoism since Yugoslavia, unlike the Boviet Union with her
satellites, can never become & threst to world peace or to the security
of the U.8., Bven if Tito should succeed in realizing whet 1s apperently
bis highest ambition and win Meo Tee-Tung over to his "Third Force’®
{and thereby make the labter & resl power factor in World polities), the
aligmment would 8till be relatively more fevorsble to us than the present
situation where Russia and Chine are umited in one héstile {ront sgainst
the WestL.

H. Titoism may be used by ue ag & disruptive force against Soviet-
Cofmunism in 8 variety of ways, auch as,

1. By supporting, directly or indizectly, or othervise
encouragdng Titoist orgeniszetions, pubBications, and individuals in
their efforts against Btalinists;

By supporting, directly or indirectly, other communist
dissenters - not organizationelly tied to Tito or his groups --
encoursging them to use "National Commmniem” as a disruptive force
againgt the Stalinists;
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3. By cresting national groups through which we could either
achually engender Titolst deviations in a Communist Pariy or at least
creste the impression thet such deviations exist, thewdy fostering
distrust againsi that Party in Moscow and among other Communist Parties;

4. By using Titoist facts and doctrines in grey and black
propagands {either distributimg appropriate texts of the Yugoslav
CP or of other Titoisi groups smong audiences otherwise not reached
by Bhese materials -- or using the "Titoist appromch” without giving
"eredit” to any Titoist organizeiion or Individual.

I.

Wherever we "support” diseident @ommunist groups, as suggested in the
foregoing parsgraph, it should be clearly understood thet such support
shall never be aimed at an over-all strengthening and promotlng of such
groups, but strietly ligited to those activities of such groups im which
we are operationally interested. PYor instance, we may subsidize or
othervise facilitate the distribution of Titolst literature among
Commundet Party members, but not emong the general public: we may sponsor
& Graining course for the penetration of Stalinist organizetions, bul npot
for the conquest of non-communist Lebor Unions by Titoist elements, and
so forth. In other words, ow support of dissident ecoammumisis or other
groups oF uns "homeless left” will always be qualified and restricted
to the asnti-Stalinist aspect of thelir work, in contras¥, for instance, to
our suppori of democratic organizations in the case of which -- especially
in aress wvhere democratic processes and forms of government are weak,
underdeveloped and disputed by undemocretic forces--we may be interested
in the over-all growth, improved internsl cchesion, etc., of such
organigations as well.

Personnel concerned with anti-communist coperatiens should:dbe
required to familisrize themselves not only with the orthodox doctrines
of Marxism-Leninism-Staliniem but with the dissenting teachings of
Trotsky, Tito, etc., as well. Anybody assigned to Tbeerve, and Lo
report on, ideologlieml-tactical developments and changes In the communisi
cemps ought to include eny clues 88 to possible or actusl dissenslons,
the capabilities of dissenting grovps, but alse the lmpact of such
dissenting groups outside the commmist cexp. (e.g., influcnce of Titolsa
upon Socisldemocratic Perties of Lebor Unions). Staff and agent tralning
programs ought Lo take these points carefully into account.
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Which of the above possipilities may be used at & gives time sad in
& spacific country will depend upon policy decisions valid at that time and
upon & careful anslysis of local conditions and opergtionsl possibilities.
The foregoing 4iscussion of such possiblliities musl not be misinterpreted
a8 & dlenkel authorization to undertake operations of this type, bul is
merely 0 serve as & survey of vhet might be done in this Tield, provided
it i8, policy-wise, secoptable and cpermntionslly feasthle In any speciiic
instance.

¥, Bummary
A. From the Comumiet Viewpoint
Feom o Communist Indoctrination Primer for Vietnssmese (Indochins report -
20 Juse 1950)
Bummary of the Communist Doctrine
te Why 18 capitsiisa heeding for colli&pse?
a. There are two main classes in the present cspitaliistic soelety.

(1) %he Cepitslist clsss, which is made p of 2 smell nusber
ol peopie who own fmetories, mines, or real egtele, and who use
wepital to buy the labor of the worker with the aim of exploiting
his production.

{2) 7The Proletarisn class, mede up of & vwiy lorye number of
people, who heve dut thelr emply hands, snd who il their lsbor
0 the Saplitelisis for money.

L. The Capltaiiat regime and the gererel struggle of the
proleterian clase snd o the oppressed peoples of the vorid.

(1) Essentiel points of the Cepitslist regime:

{a) The Capitalist cihss oppresses snd explolits the
Proletariat.,

{o)] The Capitalists, because Of their greed, compete
- among themepelives snd produce goods without sny econtmic ordes.
' They hold back gocds, thug causing an ecornomlc crisis, which
forees them to close the factories end lsy off the workers; then
comes Lervible voemployment.

“Biim
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{c)} There are a mumber of large Capitalist countries,
called empires, which hold on to colofies, snd which
provake deplorable wars becauvse of thelr rivalries.

{2) Essential points of the fighting proletarist and of
the oppreased pecples of the world.

{a) The proletarist and the oppressed peoples of the
world have understood whet thelr righte sre, and have
struggled vioclently againet constreint snd the pillaging
by the capitalist cless.

{b) The proletarimt and the oppressed peoplies Tounded
poverful and united revoluticnary organizetions such as the
Communist partlies snd worker's associations. The pro-
leteriet and the coppressed peoples heve rallied to form a
great revolutionsry force for universal democracy. At
present this force consista of the Soviet Union, the New
Peoples' Democrecies, and the movement of the common
struggle of the proletarisn class and the oppressed pecples.

¢. The Capitalists have decided to 4o away with:
{1} fhe economic crisis which:

{a) Will sbake the Capitaslist regime, and force
many Capitalists to declsre bankruptey.

{b) Will imcite the proletariat to struggle more
vehemently because of unemployment.

(2} The var smong empires, which will weaken the Cspitalists:

{a) Many empires have been vanguished and destroyed,
such as Germany, Italy, and Japen in World War IX.

{b) The Proietariet and the oppressed pecples become
stronger through the expansion #8 the domeins of the USSR
ard the establishment of People’s Democracies, which
stinulate the struggle of the proletariet and the oppressed

peoples.
{3) The Capitalists are doomed because:

{a) The industries and crafts of the Capitslists
have created the proletariat.

(b} The proletariat and its alliles, the oppressed
peoples, struggle to destroy the Capitalists of the empires.
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ciormation

2. Went sre the essential polints of the Socialisi Doctriret

The Russian Revolution of 1917 succeeded in creating a Socimlist
country, the Soviet Union, which oppupies one half of the world's
territory. The Socislist Qoctrine has the following poimts:

&, From an €conomic polat of view:

{1) Capital property, such ae factories, mines, land,
agricultute’ machipery. are all govermment property, or bejong
to cooperatives. The ards and trades are avidly fostered in
81l the clties and &ll the villages in order to increase
production.

{2) EBveryone must work, according to his edility and
according to his task. Be who does nol work shall not esat.

b, From the politicel point of view:

{1} The proletarist holds power and exercises the
dictatorship of the proletariat over the servants of Capitalien,
vhile sllowing the pasple to live in democratic Pseedonm.

{2} fThere are no longer any clesses and no regime of
mutual pillage, yet thers remsains & small mumber of servants
of the foreign Capitelists who secretly sgitate.
¢, ¥rom the socio-cultural point of view:

(1) Everyone can receive education, at least up to
secondery education.

{2) Everyone can be at ease. There is nc more unemployement,
gtealing and pillage, and no luxury.
3. What sre the essentiels of the Communlet doctrinel
The Communist doctrine is the finsl gosl of the revolution of

the Soviet Unlon, for which the Soviet Communist regime is preparing,
and to which point humen society will advance.
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a. The essentials of the Cormuniet doctrine?
{1) PFrom the econoiic point of view:

{a} All property is owned in commiin, except those
specisl commodities vhich are especially expanded, and of
vhich there is supersbundant production.

(b) Everyome works according to his ability, satisfying
his needs. Everyone is eager in his work, satisfying all
his needst ’

{2) FProm the politicel polint of view:

{a) There is mo more political power. There is only
& commitiee which directs production and sllocates consumer
goode.

(v} Everyone iE totally free, and independent of chserity.
(3) From the Socio-cultursl point of view:

(a) Everyone will be & new person, endoved with a
higher intellectual level, voil of lsziness and egolsm.

{b) Everyone will love one another and rejolice in
full happiness; the universe will be an earthly paradise.
h, How does one clearly explalin fajse ideas sbout the Communist doctrima?

a. The Capitaiiste say: “Under Communism, property is centralized
and distributed in equal shares. Ise this justi®

¥e reply:

(1) Communism does not mean centralization and equal
distribution of property.

{a) Unde: Communism all thet is vital for common
production is put together, such as factories, mimes, land,
but equsl distridbution iz not demanded.

{b)} Particular possessions of individumls are kept
by their ommers end not made common properiy.

-31-
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{2) It is omly the Cepitalists wbo put properiy belonging
to someone else into their owm pocket. They coommnt the workers
to produce goods, but only they benefit therefrom.

B. Is it just for the Capitalists to say: “Under Comsunism
women are shered.”

We reply:
{1) Women is not & piaything, but is independent like man,
and a2 such she cmuot be shared.

£2) The question of being husbend snd wife must be based
on mutusl love. They musi love and respect esch other,

{3) funly the Capitalists share their wives. They consider
women a8 pisythings, 8 kind of machine vhich they own; they take
advantage of women, exchange their wives emong each other, and
rape the wives and children of the upheppy workers.

c. Ia 1t Just for the Capitaliste to say: “"Cozmunism means chaos!”

We reply:
{1} Commumism does mot only zean cheos -

{a) Communists vork with organization, l.e. with order.

(v} Later on the Communist rezgime will he carefully
organized, and under very striet discipline.

{2} oOniy the Capitalists have cheos: they expleit people;
provoke misery and poverty, which in turn gzenerates theft and
piilege, Lwuxury, etc. They sbuse their suthority through their
position, without peying attention to laws. They 4o as they please.

d. Is 1t just for the Capitalists to sey: “Under Communisa
peopile become laryl”

¥e reply:
(1) People do 1ot become lazy upder Communiem

{a) Under Communist public office, the bad traits of

the Capitalist regime, such as lisziness, and egolsm,for
example, oo longer extat.
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{v) Everyone works viewing work as & necessity for
1ife, & joy, &a hopor.

{c) Only Capitalists are lszy. They iive only by
exploiting the workers; they “rem&in 1d1s" and lead very
Twouricus lives.

®., From a non-Communist viewpoint.

The USSR is motivated by an attempt to explain reslity and is unlque
in this claim to & "scientific” way. Probably the Soviet lesders bellieve
the Communist ideclogy (scme say they are motivated by power politice});
but we don't know how much fenin-Stalin-Melenkov really sccept Marxism.
We 80 know that this ideclogy pervades all aspects of Soviet society.

This ideciogy supplies; (1) A doctrine for Bolshevik rule and
{2} e vehicle for Commmnist decisions dsy by dey. The theory is subject
to rejuvenstion and alteration t0 keep it up to date.

It has & theoretical basis consisting of three main clementis:
Philosophy, History, Bconomics. The theory accepls Materialism {not
idealism) a8 s monistic petaphysical spproach (i.e., 80 expfmation of
reslity); with the Communists meterialism ls "matter ln motion®. History
progresses through & grogression of conflict evd change.

The besic aspect. that the main force in man's society i tbe
productive force {with concomittants} is not accepted by many non-
Commnists. Nor do msny accept the economic theories, i.e.; the
lahor theory of vslue; the surplus valus theory; the theory of
dxpevitsble capastrophe; and the Leninist theory of international caplital sm.
{Imperinlism -- search for rew meterials -- & ¢onflict betweern nation&’
cgit.ansm)‘ stalin sti1l (1952) accepts the lsbor theory of value but
rejects the surplus value theory. Stalin has put forvard two new basic
1ewe: {1} Capitalism operstes under the lew of maximum profit; (2)
Socialism operstes vnder the lew of meximum satiafaction - cultural amd
materis]l needs.

The non-Communist will &lso not accept the definition of the Stste
as & mechanism to continue the suppression of the workers; nor the necessity
of revolution to destroy the bourgeols Stete; nor the neceasity of
esteplishing & class-less psoclely, nor the withering away of the State.
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